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Claim 7. line 3, delete "said", second occurrence, and i 

• • side ... 



insert therefor 



REMARK? 



is onnn 8mendment is / e sPonsive to the Office Action dated September 

Xt !h ? m!S 1 12 ' Second Pa ra 9raph; all of the claims stand 

Z untrZV 5 U , SC 103(a,; 3nd ' The Pri ° r «'«* to " of c '*™ 4. 5. 1 5 and 
1 6 under the second paragraph of 35 USC 1 1 2 stands withdrawn. 

Per this amendment, claim 7 has been corrected following the heloful 
suggestions of the Examiner, the courtesies of which are gratefully 
acknowledged and independent claims I and 6 have been modified to provide 

ITSZ band's hV" ? T*"™ ° f ^ M ^ ^7^ 
hZrn^nl „ ^ ^ been modified t0 recite tne aerodynamic and 

hydrodynamic characteristics of the complex articles which further 

distmgu.shes applicant's claimed invention from the cited and applied 
references. KP 

ffl , ( r SuPP ° rt !° r J he new, V entered aerodynamic and hydrodynamic 
page 1 linesTe $2 thr ° U9h ° Ut SpeCificatio - See ' <»' examp.e, 

U s p «ent 5,824.255 to Ross, et. al. along with US Patent 5 913 766 
to Reed, et. al and US Patent 5.1 19,535 to Gnagy, et.al. have been re ied 
upon to support the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of the claims 

^pecMtS. 18 reSPeCtfU " y UaVerSed it$ — id ^ion is 

fnr m n The ^l ent t0 R ° SS ' 8t ' al - disclos es a method and apparatus for 
Wn 9 rh d H ShaP, ° 9 9 honevcomb ™* material. The method reZZ 
hearing he honeycomb core material to its proper forming temple prior 
to imparting a form or shape to it (Col 7 II 42 «53i ThJ, llTa P 
method uses hea, has aJbeen nS in' he a2 Des°p"e this it 

T k i" d intt a', 6mPera,Ure W0UW 66 W " hin <* <™ 

h„„ " iS ' espec " ull V submitted that the teaching of deformina a 
ho„ey C0mb core ateria| „ am „ ient c^eT,™ applicant's 

d.sclosure. no, the references and particular* no, from the Ross ei a, patent 
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disclosure. How much heat is needed to accomplish deformation or the 
impartation of a desired shape is submitted to be immaterial. To "heat" 
means exactly that; i.e., to raise the temperature of an article above ambient 
temperature. Any other attempted interpretation would be tantamount to a 
distortion of accepted scientific understanding of the term "heat". 

Furthermore, there is no disclosure or suggestion in the Ross, et. al. 
patent that the honeycomb material, even after being deformed or shaped, is 
capable of responding to aerodynamic and hydrodynamic movement as is 
now set forth in applicant's claimed invention. 

The patent to Reed, et. al. discloses an apparatus and method for 
crushing at least a part ot a honeycomb panel (Col. 2, II. 1 8-27). Crushing 
may Indeed be the ultimate form of deformation and shaping, but it destroys 
the integrity of the honeycomb core material and alters its physical properties 
so that it is no lunger useful as a honeycomb core material. It is further 
submitted that a honeycomb core material crushed in accordance with the 
Reed, et.al. method would not ba capable of responding to aerodynamic and 
hydrodynamic movement as is presently set forth in applicant's claims. 

It is respectfully submitted that the patent to Reed, et. al. does not 
cure any of the deficiencies noted above with respect to the Ross, et. al. 
patent and it is further respectfully submitted that the teaching of the Reed, 
et.al. patent has no relevance to either the Ross, et. al. patent or to 
applicant" claimed invention. 

The patent to Gnagy, et.al. discloses a honeycomb structure that is 
first heated in a fluidized bed and then subjected to pressure to form it into a 
desired shape prior to removing the honeycomb structure from the fluidized 
bed and allowing it to cool (Col. 8, II. 55-67). Mixtures of alloys, sand and 
eulectic salts are used foMhe fluidized beds (Col. 9, II. 3-17) and the 
temperaiures used in the fluidized bed to heat the honeycomb structure 
range from 400 to 600 degrees F (Col. 10, II. 28-36). The formed shapes 
obtained have essentially long or short radii of curvature (Col. 12. II. 2-8 and 
Figs. 15 and 16) and are achieved by employing relatively complex molding 
apparatus such as those shown In Figs. 5-8, described at Col. 9, I. 35 - Col. 
10, I. 27; Figs. 17-19, described at Col. 12, I. 44 - Col. 13, I. 19; and Fig. 
34, described at Col. 1 6, II. 7-24. 

By contrast, in applicant's claimed method, the honeycomb core is 
deformed at ambient temperature which is significantly less than that used in 
Gnagy, et.al. method. Further, applicant's claimed method does not use a 
fluidized bed nor complex apparatus, in addition, the contoured, complex 
shapes achieved by applicant's claimed method which include convex or 
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fnnn n,\Z * 0tl \ c ° nv/ex and conc8ve surfaces can not be equated with the 
loop or short radn forms of the Gnagy, et.al. formed honeycomb structure. 

w ^ BP ? 1 S ° 0mp,eX Shaped artic,es are wponsive to aerodynamic 
and hydrodynamic movement which is not disclosed or suggested in the 
Gnagy, et. al. patent. 

Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the Gnagy, et. al. patent doses 
not cure any of the deficiencies noted above with regard to either the Ross 
et. al. patent and/or the Reed, et. al. patent. 

* R^ni f 7 U 7 he ^ SUPP ° rt ° f the 35 USC l03(a) re J ection of c '*™, US Patent 

» I. . h3S been comDine <J the patents to Ross, ct al 

need, et. al. and Gnagy, et.al. 

This rejection is also respectfully traversed and its reconsideration is 
rfifipeclfully solicited. 

*k T J J** 6 " 1 IO Chimiak disc,oses a coated, honeycomb core aquatic 
surfboard having an elliptical shape and which is provided with a fin on its 
underside. 



There «s no disclosure or suggestion in the Chimiak patent of 
honeycomb cores having complex, contoured shapes nor of a method of 
making them all as recited in applicant's claims. Furthermore, applicant's 
claimed articles are not limited to aquatic surf boards, but include articles 
having complex contoured shapes where either one or both surfaces can be 
convex, concave or combinations thereof and which are responsive to 
aerodynamic and hydrodynamic movement. Consequently, it is submitted 
that the Chimiak does not cure any of the deficiencies noted above with 
respect to the Ross, et.al., Reed, et. al. or Gnagy, et.al. patents. 

It appears that the patent to Chimiak is relied upon primarily to support 
the reiection of applicant's dependent claims 2 and 9-12. However it is 
respectfully submitted that with a finding of allowability of applicant's 
independent claims 1 and 6, applicant's dependent claims should also be 
found to be allowable as the dependent claims define preferred embodiments 
and of applicant's invention and further -limit the scope of the claims 
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In view of the present amendment and in light of the foregoing 
remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the objections and rejections of 
record have been overcome and that applicant's presently claimed invention 
defines subject matter that is clearly and patentlaby distinguishable from the 
cited and applied references whether considered singly or in combination. !} 
Entry of this amendment, favorable reconsideration of this case and passing \ 
the claims herein to an early issue are, therefor, respectfully solicited. jj 

Applicant requests a three (3) month extension of "\ 
time. A check for $445.00 is enclosed. < 

Charge any additional fees to Deposit Account No. 
06-0 515. 



STEPHEN E. FELDMAN, P.C. 
Attorneys for Applicant 
12 East 41st Street 
New York, New York 10017 
(212)532-8585 



Respectfully sjjfemitted, 




Stephen E. Feldman 
Registration No. 22,473 

I terefcy certify fet thfe coftespsndsnca bein< 
deposited with tha Unfed States Pesisl Ssr/fee as firci 
class mat! in an envelops atoesscs te: Csn^issioner o * : 
Patents and Trademarks, Washington, DS ZG231 on 3|jZ|0/ 



